300

- (In answer to Ductor A'mon,)

to perform the duties of his situation.

CHE VEE.

Many other

Asto whother the kirk party had a fuir share in the |statements lind baen 1uade for the answer of which
management of the Institution, ho would say, that the | thers was not suitable time.

Academy was establuhed for the gemeral good; and he

Mr Ross asured tho House that he had not more

did not sew why a party should come i while uthers | timo' for preparation than the Rev. Gentleman.

were in the management who had subscribed large
sums of money, and deprive them of their influence
which their exartions entitled them to,

{In answer to MeJohnston,)

Mr Fraser,
McCulluch was

MrRoss.

M» Fraser,

Were you not in Halifax when Dr.
ast hiero?

Yes. .
Was thoero nothing about the Bill

Evenif the grant were permanct,and the inililu-,puled then?

tion in its present ineflicient state, parties  would
wish the Ihil to pass. e thought that the abject of
the party in opposition was to continue the Arade-
my in its neflicient state until the grant should ceass
and then to declaro it had done no 8oud, and even
u Grammar School would not be obtamned. Mt McC |
was not paid for the half yeur's services which were
alluded 1o The excuse Tor non payment was, that
he bad not served for wix wmouths,” His objection,
that bis contract was not for six months, was stated
to the oppusite party  Last year Mc R felt convin-
ced that Mr McKenz.s dud not fel the hostility which
was sazpected, and ho waited on hun, and 1equusted
him to join hand in band for e common good He
met o'hers at Mr Mc¢Kenzic's and that gentleman
seemod Hll‘llllﬁll to lul matrers conbinue Jllsl as |140J
were  The only thing thut ho would agres 10 was,
that the Legis'atuie ol vuld be petitivncd for wn adui- {
tiona! £100 Doctor Mait.d uidertoch lu Jiaw up
tho pe'i on, end subacqueatly brought it tu Mr Ruas's
ofice  Whan 1t wiy hown 1o bim, Me R, Le fouud
1t was a ba'd request for the sum, without stating
any reasons, and he declared the artempt in that
shape useless  Dr Marun sad that AMle MoKeuzio
would sign the patition as he had promiscd 1o do so,
Lut that noae elso of his party would  Mr McKonzie
did refuse to collect money far the Academy, gong
as an excase, the story of Mr Chnstie bemy setup to
vppose the lower Branches.

(In answer to Mr Ste. ar1,)

‘The paesago of the B would not deprac the peo
ple of Prctou of the Gramuar School It would not
be right to 1ake part of tho £200 apprcpriate ! for *ho !
school, and apply 1t to the payments of the debls of
the Justitution  The people he bglieved would sub-
scnbe to eet them, AMany of the Highlandmen
were good men, they apprecis'ed thur Billes and
would -tudy it, although they d d rot attoud to other
kaowlodgo A taleuted teacher, m the place of Dr.
McCullpen, a strangor to partics might do good —
Some he believed preferred Mr Christie's Gram-
mar School because they thought was more com-
petent to teach  The number of pupils in his school
was ftom 20 to 30

(In auswer to Dr Almon )

1T Mr McDaonald did not give satisfaction, the
Trusteus were not altogether to blame, they did not
wish to appoint hun, he was chosen av the desire of
others, to please the Kirk party.

{1n answer to Mr Johaston)

Doctor McCulloch alwsvs hind acsistance, at the
time spokon of, in bis private lectures, and he belie
ved that the nasistance was neccssary e lectured
at the tinio o relieve lumself from pecuniaty embar-
rasment, he was ready to lecture on Natural Piulo.
sophy ut the Academy if an assistant was procured.

(10 answer to Mr Uniacke,)
I

infurmation should not hold Laoek.

Mr Ross.  He never gave mie the sightest intima-
tion of it.

Mr Fraser It is very extraordinary that men
glal(;uld Peution to have £200 s year taken frgm' them.
sehves.

Mr Ross. They petition to take it {rom & place
wherae 1t 18 doing no gaod.

Hon Mr. Stewart. 500 names are atlached to
the petition in favour of the Bill, at what tipie wae
it put in course of signaturc.?

EE————
teachers were continued be did not ses waat effect the
removal would have on the départmeit.

(In answer to Mr Johuston,)

‘The hostiliny of the ol Trustees to e lower bran-
ches sincp 1832, was exhibited by therr duwpusition
on many occasions. He:was not a Trusies himsell
and could not speak personally. One fact was, that
when a teaclier of the Kirk party was over thoss bran.
ches most of the children of the oppomite side wets
taken away,~—~when ore of their own part was over
1t, he was well supported. 1n a great degrce the
hostility was to the persqns teaching not (o tfie class.
He believed that they would witijdraw the £100 from
those branches if they could, bsgauss it cadsed u fea-

sening of the fees of Di. McCulloch’s son. ‘The Kitk
party patronised the teacher of the opposite side who
was over the lower classes, as well'an they might bo

. expected to do; there were not many of that party

the town of Pictou, the majorily wete of that party.
Not many of the kick party in the country sent” their

Mr Ross. On Fogdsy last, Twenly friends imet,, children ‘into the town to these classes j—singe tho
and reolved to petiion, four copies of the petition. appontment of the teacher of that party, there were

weio sent an difercat dnrucnuna.lju,r wignatures; which
a:gnatures were all atiached to the pelition sent to the
house.

Ifon N Uniacke. D all who subscribed undor-
stand 12

[
l wanted

not many children sent, he betieved about fifteen wete

, 8uing 1o the schaol at uine time. There wers nine: or

ten now ;—he was not prepared to say whether these
wage not all the children ot‘lhanrly. m Pictou, who

that edycation. s did not know of any

Mr Loss. Tholieso that not one subscribed who , young men of that pasty bemg under Dr McCulloch’s

dud wot understandin, and very many,.of them bad sub-
suioed 1o the funds of the Acadeny.
Tue Louse adjourned.
Wronzsway, MAarcy 28.
Afier ble routine, t wan tra
Hou. Mr Lawscamoved that the Pictou Bl be taken
u

pﬂum Mr MeNab moved that any new witnesses
who desired 10 be heatd on the Buli, should be then
heard at tho bar. . A

Dr Martin saud that be previously had no intention

of addressing that Liouss on the subject ; although he

liad accompanied tiie Rev. Mr Fraser fiom Tictou to
assist in opposing “is pussage of the Bill, be was not
the authorzed agent of any party there. His name
had been mentiongyd by Mr Ros:at the Bar of the
Louse, and it nught be due to Mr McKenze, that
lio should ufler some explanation. The subject also
was ouc of unportance, and those who could give any
His information
on the subject could not be extensive, he was not long
n the country, bie arrivod at that ever-memorable

year in wlich the Act passed which gave tho Kitk

{11y some share n the management of the Piciow A-
cademy It wasQ:flicult, oot imposgble, for any
man, however pluin, of nioderate attainments, to re-
mam in that district, and not, sooner norlater imbibe
the spint of party on this subject. He felt this influ-

guce as well as others, but he was happy on the pre-

sent occamon, when tho interests of a large comniuni.
Iy were aliccted, 10 be able to free himself from all
party prcjudice, nad 1o stand before the honourable
house unbiassed by religious and political party feel.
ings,—anxious to live in peace and to forwurd those
measuros which were calculated for the good of the
whole. IIis duty was not to follow the remarks of
the gentlemen who had spoken, at the other aide; and
he had no disposition t& enter into any critical analy-

‘I'o dnvide tho stifution into two Grammar sch
would be to wasic tho pubhic money. He did not say
that the Ilightanders did not desita education, he was
the descendant of a Highlander nimself, and had been
very eager to get the berefit of good education und
regrretted that hie had not had the opportunity.

Mr Ross retired fro: the bar, and tle Rev. Mr
Fraser was informed, that if he wished 1o make any
remarks lie was at liberty to do so.

JMr Fraser said that he was sosry to hearone int-
mation, that a statement respecting Me M. M*Cullgch
had been wade for the purpose of misleading. He
would remark on that, that Afr George Smith himaelf
Kave it as hisapinion, that the engagement was for
s.x montha bgna fide Ho wasaot present at any
meotmg of trusices wrwhich Mr McKenzie ased msul.
ting fanguage,—~bul it sceincd to be forgotten that
the party to which he brlougid had Been insulted,—
ane time they weore 10ld  they had covered themeelves
with infamy,”—these were tho precise words, He in-
risted that the new trusteca never agreed to pay Mr

tanchard™« debt.  That debt had beon liqudated
from the funds of tho Institution ; when parties had
subscribed to the Academy, tho moncy so collactod
became part of its-funds. Ho conld speak (or lumaelf
be had nevergiven cousent to the payment of that debt
ussent been gren by some 1o the payment of a small
part afit, but kchad nnt so aseenred Immoduatety ,

sis of his 'y on the d before the
house; but he was therc ready to answer any ques~
tions relative to the Academy far as his information
would allow him to do so.

(1a answer to Dr. Almon,)

Dr. Martin said he recollected when Mr Ross cal-
led on Mr McKenzie with the petition which had
been mentioned.  Mr McKenzie objected to sign it,—
it contaned unplied censure on hunand his friends,
and a:med at the removal of the lower branches from
the Assembly.

(In caswer to Mir Wilkins,)

There wete tnany causes of the Academy’s inefii-
cicncy. One cause was, the prevalence of the party

apinit 10 the county of Pictou; also the existence of a
board of management in which were two parties that
could not amalgawmate, and one of whe:h almost’ 1n-
varably rejected what the other proposed, and a fur-
ther reason was, the hostility which was manifested
by one parly to the lower branches.

(In answer 10 Dr Almor,)
There were apprehensions that the £100 now ap-

proprateq to the lower branches, would be taken from

these.
(1a answer to Mr Lawson,) A
The reavgn he kad for this fear wag, that the msjo-

nity of the Trustacs were uniformerly agamnst the in-
troduction of thoze classes, and complained that they

when that cum was paid, a demand was made for the  had desiroyed the Academy. £400 a year was not &

bat

Astoan eng

with Dr. McCulloch, ;sufficicpt sum to pay all the professots, as the acade~

with the understanding 1iat lic was not to leciure on my waa arsunged st present,

Natueat Rlilosaphy, tho Kuk pary had nothing to do
with gny e h engageawcot. They would never a- |

(1o answer to Mr Willins,) i
The removalof Dr McCulloch would not improve

tuition sinco 1882,

(In answor to Doctor Almon,)

Ho himscif would heatate toxend his child to o
school whero the teacher was known to absent him-
solf from his duties. He believed that there were Gut:
fow young men of the Kurk who were prepared to fol.
low the lugher branches, and whose intended profes-
.sions called for such education. That was a reason
why no students of that party were at the Acadamy.

(In answer to Mr Johnston,)

The mischief of removing the £200, and thus break-
ing up those higher branches, as regurded the Kuk
perty, would be prospective. He did not know that
much mischief would result within the four years 16
which thet grant was limited by law. -That party aleo
conmidered that the instructions were not what wers
wnnted,—that was one objection.

([n answer ta Mr Lawson,)

A chief objaction made by those who opposed ths
lower branches, was, that they took the funds from
the othet classes.

{Iu answer to Mr Johnston;)

The reason why 20 little had been subscribed by the
Kirk party was, that the majority of the trustees ress-
ted.gvery attempt of the minority 1n _the mansgement
of the fustitution. -One instance of this was, when
the majority endeavoured to reduce the tuition fees for
the lower branches, on account of tha teacher recev:
ing £100 of the public money, the majority unani-
mously resisted the uttempt. The fees were suffi-
ciontly low, only that the grant ensbled a reduction,
and many persons were not competent to pay higher
fees. Thg removal of the higher branches might oc-
casion aome loss to those of the Kirk party within the
next four yeari; s0fe young men might ba prepared
to enter in that time; but not many of any party
would be in 1t during that perrod.

(1n answer to Mr Stewart,)

The want of students would be ceuced by the echa-
racter which the inetitution had acquired, and the
spirit which existed against it, and the want of unan-~
imity in the board of trusteer, ard the ubsence of the
branckes of Natural Philosophy.

(In answer to Mr Lavvaon,)

One proof of the partiality of the trustees, was the
support which they gave the school when Mr Blan-
chard taught, and the removal of that sup, 3 when
another teacher was there. All parties, he believed,
supported Mr Blanchard. Mr Christse opened his
school soms weeks beforo the achiool atiached to'the
Academy was resumed.

(In answer to Mr Uniacke,)

Party spint was lesa violent than formerly, except
on particular occasions. The objection was not-to
an Anu-~burgher Professor, or to a Proviacial bne
compared (o a pro‘essor from Scotland, other thinge
bemg the same. Trustees chosen from: partissat-a
distance might enable matlers to go on better.. The
party 10 which he belonged had thought of s -plén
which would please themselves: they would wish te

Acad which d the higher and Jower
classes. .

tIn answer to Mr Johnston,)

No part of the £100 appropriated to 'thelower
branches had been taken ftom-these by the friends o
of the Academy. He did not exactly know how MF

McCulloch had been paid. He believed it was chiefle
by subscripnon. The Kuk party he believed did noy
pay, and were not asked. 't

Hete Mr Ross put eeveral 1atetrogatories o Dr
| Matun, réspecting the petition which had been drawn

guetugee £200a year 1 a man who wyg ngt able the Loyer hranches,—if the £100 for the pay of the out for an additions) £100, and which 3r McKenzig

have the Academy on thesame puinciple as the Scoich.



